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\ E . Goin a FOUL SR 
in the Country, to his Friend at 
Dx Ar, „ Was as extraordinary i in 
te Manner of its being communi- 
e. to the Public, as it is in its Stile, and 
Reafonihg., It was not Advertiſed and offered 
to Hale, 2 diftributed gratis about the Count 
of Kent, in à (detached half” Sheet between t 
Folds of the Cinterbury We- aue of. Ne. 
vember 2 5, 1752. 
I will detain'the Reader + 10 1 than i is 
neceſſary to afſure him, that à ſincere HBeſire, 
ſome Hopes, that fbe Thoughts he.. will 
fad 5 the e Sheets, and eſpecialh 
thofe upon "the" daher of Jubſcribing to. the 
thrrty-nine- Articles of Religion, Sc. pr 
be of Uſe both. to the Clergy, _ Laity ; have 
been the chief Motives of my embraci ng . this 


KG I of een len., 1 
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A Clergyman i in the Country to his F "MP 
at DAT, has been publiſhed and 7 er ſed in 
the ſame Manner as the Firſt. s.7s ftill 
more abufiue, and abounds in tes and 
Inſinuattons which any ont who will conſult 
the Doctors Sermon will ſee to be falſe, and 
groundleſs.” As my deſign was more to anſwer 
the Arguments, 2 pretended Arguments th 
the firſt Letter, concerning a Subſcription to 
the Articles, than to defend the Doctor from 
perſonal Abuſe, and as no ntw ones of Weight 
are offered in this, it N 10 Notice on 
that Account. 
I am convinced that the Digtor will be 
ſufficiently cleared in the Opinion of the Lear> 
ned from advancing a —— Untruth 
which this haſty Writer has charged him with, 
relating to the Time of the public Uſe of the 
Athanaſian Creed, by Caves Life of Atha- 
nafius, and his Hiſtoria Literaria, quoted by 
Dr Clarke's Script. Dog. Trin. firſt Edit. 
P. 420. and p. 447. And, were it not fox 
reign to my purpoſe, I might add, that his 
| Miſrepreſentations' in the Caſe of Euſebius, 
cannot eſcape the Cenſure of thoſe, who will 
carefully conſult the Life of | that N 
ze rote 'by the learned Doctor Cave. 
As to that unchriſtian Spirit bf Railing 
_ #ohich runs through this whole Letter, it 
fo obvious to every unprejudiced Perſon, ar 
| Particular Remarks "_ it are rmeceſſaty. | 
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HE Writer of A Letter from 
0 '@: Clergyman i in the Country to his 
Friend at Deal, is deſired to 
calm his ; Reſemtnents, and re- 


member dg « God wh Judge the World 


Km Ri ohtcouſneſs,” at, © every 
e idle Word that Men ehe ſp cak, they 
te ſhall give account thereof in the Day of 
Judgment.“ He calls himſelf a Clergy- 

man, and there are ſome parts of his Let- 
ter which make it probable that he is one. 


Who, or what Can excuſe a Perſon of that 


facred Profeſſion, in uttering ſuch unchri- 
ſtian Abuſe ! Every virtuous Reader feels 
an Abhorrence in his Mind, to gueſs at a 


Clergyman who could be guilty of ſuch In- 


decency ; nor will it be eaſy to find one, 


| whoſe Character is baſe 7 to TJutily | 


the Suupicion. 


The Letter-Writer begin his Atta} 
by charging the Doctor with /uffing. and 
prevaricating with Articles, Creeds, Sub- 

8  ſeriptions,” 


[6] 

ſeriptions, Declarations, and even Scripture 
ztſelf, This is a heavy Accuſation, and 
ought for that Reaſon, to be well ground- 
ed: And yet he has produced no Paſſages 
out of the Doctor's Sermon to ſupport it. 
An Affirmation of ſuch a Malignant Kind, 
ought not to have been left,” without an 
Attempt at leaſt to prove it. Some who 
have not read the * Sermon, may perhaps 
beſo complaiſant tothis Letter-Writer, and 
unjuſt. to the Doctor, as to ſuppoſe; the 
Charge to be right: But they ought to 
have ſuſpected, that the Reaſon why he 
has not quoted Paſſages, to make it good, 
is, becauſe he could find none to quote: 
For there are Tokens in the Letter, more 
than ſufficient to demonſtrate the Writer's 
Will to have done this; and therefore 
his omitting it, might well be imputed to 
his want of Abt | 


THE: fs Doctor /huffles and prevaricates 
even with Scripture. 1 %% Why are not the 
Texts named which are thus abuſed ? 
Why is not his Interpretation of them, or 
Deductions from them examined, and 
ſhewn to merit this grievous Cenſure ? It 
will be confeſſed to be an high Act of 
Wickedneſs to /bufle and prevaricate with 
Scripture ; and ſurely this Letter- Writer 
can never anſwer it, either to the World, 

or 


>. Di. Carter's before the Mayor and Corporation 
at Deal * 


151 


or a good Conſcience, to charge the Doc- 
tor with this high Act of Wickedneſs, and 


not offer the leaſt Proof of it whatever. 
But it was reſolved to publiſh the Accu- 


fation, it being well known that there are 
People enough always ready to believe ill 


of others, upon a bare Affirmation, with- 
out Reaſons. 


Due hone can hs Letter-Writer know, 
that the Doctor gets rid of, as he expreſſes 
it, the Articles he ſubſcribes to, by a Mental 
Reſervation ? Is not this to arrogate to 
himſelf the Diſcernment of another Man's 
Conſcience, and to arrogate it too with a 
plain Defign to render him deteſtable ? 
No Certainty can be had in the Caſe, and 
nothing but the ſtrongeſt probable Argu- 
ments, and perhaps not even they, can 
excuſe a Perſon, before God, or Men, for 
imputing, publickly imputing, to another 
ſuch an impious Heart. But the Letter- 
Writer as uſual, neglects Arguments, and 
leaves this abominable Charge to be ſup- 


ported by nothing more, than his own 


raſh Aſſertion. I {hall ſpeak of Subſcrip- 


tions in another Place. 


If 1 Doctor gives a very lame Account 


of the Creeds, full of Errors and Miſtakes ; 


this is no more than what may happen 


to a good Man; and he is only to be pi- 
B 2 tied 


AWE d 
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tied that he has not ſo exact a Knowledge 
both of the Hiftory and Senſe of them, 
as his learned Ate has. But why 
has not the Letter-Writer vouchſafed to 
point out this Lameneſs, and theſe Errors 
and Miſtakes ? I can think of but one 
Reaſon, and that is, becauſe it was not in 
his Power. Let him try his Skill, with 
an Application equal to his Zeal, and ſee 
if he can ind Matter ſufficient to n 


his Aſſertion * 


The Letter Writer reproves the Doctor 
for not giving his Audience the eighth 
Article, as well as the ſixth, and I am in- 
clined to do the ſame ; ; becauſe it would 
have helped to convince them, not how 
225 ee, ae, with God and Man, when he 
ſubſeribed it, but that the Creeds have no 
Authority, but as they can be interpreted 
agreeably to Scripture. This is the Ar- 
ticle, The three Creeds, Nice Creed, 
« Atbangſiuss Creed, and that which is 
* commonly called the Apoſtle's Creed, 
<««. ought thoroughly to be received, and 
© believed: For they may be proved by 
- moſt certain Warrants of holy Scrip- 
te ture.” The Reaſon alleged in the Ar- 
ticle, why the Athanafian Creed, as well 
as the others, i is to be believed, is, becauſe 


they may be proved to be agreeable to 
__ Serip= 


* Sce Cave's Life of Athanaſius. 


[9 1 | 

Now if they en bee 8 
it muſt be in a certain Senſe.; and he wha 
ſubſcribes to them in that Senſe; ſabſcribes 
honeſtly, and free from all Prevarication. 


The faxth- Article declares, Holy 
< Scripture containeth all Things neceffary 
<« to Salvation; ſo that — is not 
« read therein, nor may be proved there- 
ce by, is not required of any Man that it 
© ſhould be believed as an Article of Faith, 
© or be thought requiſite, or neceſſary to 
<« Salvation.” And the twentieth Article, 
It is not lawful for the Church to or- 
* dain any Thing that is contrary'to God's 
« Word written, neither may it fo ex- 
% pound one Place of Scripture, that it 
ebe repugnant to another. Wherefore 
ce although the Church be a Witneſs and 
% a Keeper of holy Writ, yet, as it ought 
© not to decree any Thing againſt the 
<© ſame, ſo beſides the fame, ought it not 
<« to inforce any Thing to be believed for 
<< neceſſity of Salvation.” Theſe Articles 
all agree in the Senſe contended for by the 
Doctor, that, Miniſters who ſubſcribe, 
«© muſt be underſtood: even by the Church 
<« itfelf, to ſubſcribe in no other Mean-' 
ing whatever, but ſuch as is apprehend- 
ed to be conſonant to the infallible and 
_ © authoritative Word of God.” Serm. p. 15. 


The 


[ 10 ] 

The Letter-Writer proceeds: Behold he, 
the Doctor, is now preaching againſt the 
Truth of this, viz. that the Articles are 
agreeable to the Word of God; and prov- 
ing one of thoſe Creeds (at leaſt) to be contra- 
ry to the Word of God. If any Thing 
which this paſſionate. Writer ſays could 
raiſe Aſtoniſhment, it would be this vile 
Aſſertion. The Doctor 7s preaching that 
the Articles are not agreeable to Scripture ; 
and proving one of thoſe Creeds (at leaſt) to 
be contrary to the Word of God. This is no 
better than a downright Calumny, which 
every fair and good Man will deteſt. 
Whoever reads the Sermon will not diſco- 
ver in it, the leaſt Specimen of , ſuch 
Preaching, or the leaſt Attempt of ſuch 
Proving. And what can be a greater Vio- 
lence of the Doctor's Meaning, to ſug- 
geſt, either that he himſelf believes the 
Articles are not agreeable to Scripture, or 
that he endeavoured to lead his Audience 
into that Belief, becauſe he argues, that 
thoſe who ſubſcribe to them, muſt be un- 
derſtood to do it, in a Senſe, not contrary, 
but agreeable to Scripture. For no one 
can ſubſcribe to them in a Senſe agreeable 
to Scripture, unleſs he thinks them capa- 
ble of ſuch Senſe. And ifhe thinks them 
capable of ſuch Senſe, which ought to be 
ſuppoſed of every Subſcriber, by what 
Logic is his thus ſubſcribing an — 

| | that 


bak 


that he thinks them inconſiſtent with * "MB 5 | 


ture. This is abſurd Reaſoning, which 
no Man could fall into, unleſs confounded 
by a Legion of Paſſions. I muſt do the 
Letter-Writer the Juſtice to obſerve, that 
in the next Paragraph, he changes the 
Term proving, into that of nfinuating.. 
This Change may infer ſome nn 
but not any Repentance. 14 10 


He accuſes the Doctor of — to 
the People, as if that Aſſertion in the Atha- 
naſian Creed, © In this Trinity none is a- 
« fore, or after other, none is greater, or 
ce leſs whaw: another,” claſhes with the Aſ- 
ſertion of our Saviour, © My Father is 
greater than I' The Doctor had obſerve 
ed that © every Member of our Church, 
« is obliged by Virtue of its fixth Article, 
<« to put that Meaning, and no other, uj 
e the explanatory Parts of the Athanafian 
Creed, which is warranted by holy 
« Wink. -p- 13. To exemplify this, he 
recites a Clauſe of it, © In this Trinity; 
« &c.” And tells his Hearers, that . our 
ce Church requires that this Clauſe ſhould 
« be underſtood in no other Senfe, than 
' * what is conſiſtent with the expreſs, and 
plain Declaration of our bleſſed Saviour. 
„My Father is greater, &c.” Then he 
recites a ſecond Clauſe of that Creed, and 
lays before his Audience ſeveral other Texts 

>. 


\ 


| [ 22 } 
of Scripture, with which the —_— | 
of that Clauſe muſt agree. is plain 
Deſign by all this was to data die In- 
ference he had made, p. 13. from the 
ſixth die vi. K That no Doctrines, 
or Expoſition of Doctrines, whether 
«<drawn up in Creeds, or in other Wri- 
<< tings, either by a ſingle Man, or a Body 
« of Men, are allowed by our Church to 
«© have Authority in Points of Faith, or 
« to be re d by Chriſtians, Further 
« than as they themſelves diſcern them to 
<. agree with the Senſe of Scripture.” In 
all this the Doctor has ſpoken out plain, 
and not to be taxed with an In/imu- 
qc: # "which his Words will not admit. 


But the Letter-W riter is diſpleaſed that 
che Doctor lef# out a Clauſe in that Creed, 
whith, he ſays, would have acquainted his 
Heorers, that, In this Trinity none is 
d afore-or after other; none is greater or 
tc lefs than another,” 7s very reconcileable 
with the Text, My Father is greater than 
< T1” TheClauſe = he would have had 
quoted is Equal to the Father as touch- 
ing his Godhead; and inferior to the 


« Father, as touching his Manhood.“ 
Now perhaps the Doctor thought, as ma- 
ny others do, that this Clauſe would not 

have acquainted his Hearers that the other 


Cc lauſe 7s very OY with the 7. 2 107 
| My 


£41 
n My Father is greater than I And chen 
he ated right, 1 2 omitting it. But ob. 
ſerve what follows And would, the Lets 
ter-writer's Senſe here is ſomewhat ob- 
ſcured, but I think it will be rightly ſhewn; 
by ſupplying the Words---And the quot- 
in — Clauſe would have a little interfered 
w1ith the Senſe he would give of the few Texts 
he has picked out, and flrung together. Now 
the Senſe which the Doctor would give of 
theſe Texts is eaſily to be ſeen, by the 
Senſe which he actually has given of them, 
which is, that © they Fra 4 aſcribe abſo- 

te Jute Supremacy to God, and to God 
1 only.” p. 14. So that this reverendLetter- 
writer has in effect affirmed, that the Sen- 
tence in the Atbanaſian Creed, « Equal to 
ce the Father as touching his Godhead, and 
© inferior to the Father as touching his 
© Manhood” znterferes with this Truth, 
which I hope is acknowledged by all 
Chriſtians, that God, and God alone, is 
abſolutely SuerREME: This is no very ho- 
nourable Character of this Sentence ; and 
it is the more remarkable, as it comes 
from one, who has given ſufficient Indi- 
_ cations, of the extraordinary Value, which 
he thinks ought to be ſet op the Alias 
7 Creed, 


The Leticr-wirher goes on- 5 this; 
the not quoting of that Clauſe, 0 fuppreſ 


_ 


oc YE 
and conceal from bis Audience the things that. 
anight lead them into. the whole Truth, and 
teach them to compare Scripture with Scrip- 
ture? The Doctor ſure could not have fo 
weak a Deſign, as to conceal from his Au- 
dience, what was in their Hands, and 
: What may be looked into, and examined 
by them, whenever they pleaſe. But what 
does the Letter-writer mean by — Aud 
might teach them to compare Scripture with 
Scripture? Is it come out at laſt, that com- 
paring the Clauſe © Equal to the Father, 
as touching his Godhead ; and inferior 
e to the Father, as touching his Man- 
d hood,” with the Text My Father 
“ is greater than I” is, in his Eſteem, 
comparing Scripture with Scripture? God 
forbid that Proteſtants ſhould be either ſo 
blinded, or corrupted, as to think that the 
Aſſertion of any Man, or any Church, is 
to be had in equal Reverence, with the 
Word of God. The Doctor may be ridi- 
| culed by the indecent Expreſſion of his 
Fa ftringing together Texts of Scripture, but it 
is to be hoped he will never afford an Oc- 
caſion of Cenſure, for /iringing along with 
Texts of Scripture, any part of the Atha- 
ugſian Creed, as if that were of the ſame 
Authority, with thoſe ſacred and adorable 
Oracles. However it muſt be faid, that 
this reverend Writer has been ſo careful 
not to diſguſt his Readers by Strings of 
| . e Scrip- 


n 
Seripture, that I cannot find ſo much as 2 
fingle Text, in all his Letter, brought ei- 
ther to confirm his own Notions, or con- os. 
fute the Doctors. Whether this Omiſſhion 
be a Sign of the Strength, or Weakneſs of 
his Cauſe, let others judge. 


The Abuſe intended by his ſaying--- 
The Athanaſian Creed ſticks in the Doctor's 
Throat, is not difficult to be gueſſed at; 
but what he meant by adding And had be 
aid 1 Thing true of the Nicene, it would . 
have choaked him---is beyond my Compre- 
henfion. For the Doctor has faid nothing 
of the Miene Creed, true, or falſe, nor 
has he expreſſed any Diſlike of it, or ad- 
vanced any Doctrines inconfiſtent with it. 
Could I perfuade myfelf that this Letter- 
writer has generally ſome other Meaning 
in what he fays except 70 abuſe, I ſhould 
_ conclude, that in his Judgment, the M- 
| cene Creed is the harder to be ſwallowed f 
the two. e 3 


The Doctor is reflected upon for com- 
forting himſelf” with this, that when he fign- 
ed and fubſcribed to theſe Articles, it was 
only as far as they were agreeable to Scripture. 
In this I think he bas a juſt and immovea- 
ble ground of Comfort ; nor will any one, 
I ſuppoſe, applaud this reverend Letter- 
writer, if he figned and ſubſcribed to 
bes C 2 - 7 


116“ 
them in any Senſe whatever, which, in 
his Eſteem was NoT agreeable to Scrip- 
ture; nor envy him the Satisfaction, which 
he feels, by /o ſigning, and ſubſcribing. 
Then comes the only Quotation from the 
Sermon, which the Author has thought 
good to lay before his Readers— In no 
* other Meaning whatever, but ſuch as 
* is apprehended to be conſonant to the 
* infallibleand authoritative Word of God.” 
Serm. p. 18. Here he contemptuouſ- 
ly aſks; Apprebended by whom ? by þimſolf? 
Adding, what a pitiful Evaſion is this? 
what a ſhuffling, and playing Faſt and Looſe 
with Things ſacred ? 


Here is a peremptory Deciſion, that a 
Man who ſubſcribes to the Articles In 
* no other Meaning whatever, but fuch 
* as he himſelf apprehends to be conſo- 
s nant to the infallible and authoritative 
« Word of God,” is a Prevaricator, a 
Shuffier, a Trifler with Oaths, and Subſerip- 
tions, and what not? Let us conſider this 
Matter very carefully, 


This reverend Letter-writer has ſub- 
| ſcribed to the Articles. Therefore to avoid 
falling under his own Judgment, ſevere as 
it is, he muſt fay, that he ſubſcribed to 
them in 8o0ME ofher Meaning beſides that 
which he himſelf apprehended to be con- 
V 


0 1 25 
ſonant to Scripture. And every Meaning 
but ſuch as a Man apprehends to be conſo- 
nant with Scripture, muſt be a meaning 
which a Man apprehends to be not conſo- 
nant with hes e So that according to 
the Author's Argument he who ſubſcribes 
to the Articles in a Senſe, which he him- 
_ ſelf apprehends to be agreeable to Scripture, 
deſerves to be ſtigmatized with the moſt 
infamous Terms of Reproach ; and he who 
ſubſcribes to them in a Senſe which he 
himſelf apprehends not to be agreeable to 


Scripture, is to be applauded for his Purity 


of Conſcience, and Zeal to promote true 
Religion, The Letter-writer will not I 


ſuppoſe confeſs himſelf to have been ſuch a 
| Trifler, to forbear harſher Terms, as to 


have ſubſcribed to the Articles, without 
having conſidered, and apprehended, what 


the Senſe of them is, or whether they have 
any Senſe, WOT. 


The Writer will do well to remember, 
that at his Ordination, he promiſed © To 
* inſtruct out of the Scriptures the Peo- 
ple committed to his Charge, and to 


teach nothing as required of Neceſſity to 


c eternal Salvation, but that which he 
ſhould be perſuaded may be concluded 
and proved by the Scripture.” He did 
not promiſe to teach the People, what the 


Church ordained, or what he might think 


ir 


* 


& = 

it ordained; but he promiſed to teach them 
what, and nothing but what he himſelf 
thould be perſuaded, that is in the Doctors 
Senſe, ſhould apprehend, and judge to be 
contained in Scripture. Now let him ſhew 
how he could ſubſcribe to the Articles con- 
fiſtently with this Promiſe, if he ſubſerib- 
ed to them in any © other meaning what- 
ever, but ſuch as he himſelf apprehend- 
e ed to be conſonant to the infallible and 
<c authoritative Word of God.” For if he 
fubſcribed to the Articles, not underſtand- 
ing them in-a Senſe which he himſelf ap- 
prehended to be agreeable to Scripture ; 
but underſtanding them in ſome ſuppoſed 
Senſe of the Church, and without conſider- 

ing whether that Senſe were conſiſtent 
with the Word of God, he ſubſcribed to 
them in a Senſe, which for ought he knew, 
or had Reafon to believe, is incompatible 
with the Scriptures. And ſuch Subſcrip= 
tion is plainly irreconcileable to the Pro- 


miſe, which he made at his Ordination. 


But let us try, if we can diſcover in 
what Senſe the Letter-writer thinks, that 
the Articles ought to be ſubſcribed to. 
Our Church, ſays he, requires thoſe whom it 
mntruſts with the Miniſtry of the Word, that 
#hey may teach nothi 77 that is contrary ib 
found Doctrine, d ſubſcribe to theſe Articles, 
wech i in its own Judgment, it ld fo be a- 


*  greeable . 


ö / 


tm 
Frerable to the Word of God, and whit ought 
tharoughbly to be received, and T 
may be proved by moſt certain Warrant of 
holy: Scripture. By this I ſuppoſe: he fug- 
geſts, that the Senſe of each Article which 
the Church judges to be agreeable to Scrip- 
ture, is the Senfe in Which ſhe requires 
the Subſcription to be made by her Mini- 
Ners. I omit for the preſent to, enquire 
who, or what, the Letter-writer under- 
ſtands by the Church; but take it for 
granted that he fubſcribed to the Articles, 
in that Senſe of them, which the Church 
judges to be agreeable to Scripture. ' Let 
it be ſuppoſed too, that he, when he ſub- 
. fcribed knew what that Senſe is. Then 
he fubſeribed to the Articles in the Senſe 
of the Church, and ſubſcribed to tem in 
that Senſe, becauſe the Church judges that 
Senſe to be agreeable to Scripture. ' Was 
not this blindly to ſurrender his Conſcience  , 
to the Dominion of the Church? Was it 
not to form his Faith by the Doctrines of 
Men, and neglect the Doctrines of Chriſt? 
He will not anſwer, that the Senſe of the 
Church was apprehended by himſelf to be 
agreeable to Scripture; for we ghave ſeen 
that a Subſcriber who pretends to juſtify 
himſelf upon ſuch apprehenſion deſerves no ' 
better Name than a Trier, Prevaricator, © | 
Ke. Whether the Articles are agreeable, 
or contrary to Scripture, he did not think. 
6 | | | it 
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it his Buſineſs to examine. He ud the 
| Senſe which the Church means in the Ar- 
| ticles; he knew the Church had decreed 
that Senſe to be ſcriptural ;. he was per- 
ſuaded that the Church requires Miniſters 
to ſubſcribe in that Senſe which it had 
Judged to be agreeable to the Word of God; 
and he ſubſcribed to that Senſe in pure Sub- 
miſſion to the Church > Authority, oh 


This wil be e an honeſt Subſcrips 
tion on the other Side of the Water, where 
the Church is held to be infallible ; but 
can never be approved by Proteſtants, 'who 
are ſuppoſed to 3 what they profeſs, 
that i Scriptures are the only Rule of 
Faith ; becauſe it follows from thence that 
no Aſent ought to be given to Doctrines, 
by Subſcription, or otherwiſe, unleſs ſuch 
Doctrines are apprehended by the Subſcri- 

ber, as well as hs Impoſer, to be conſo- 
© nant to thoſe ſacred Writings. . 


That the Letter-writer requires the Sub- 

ſeription to be made in that Senſe, what- 
ever it is, which the Church holds to be 
ſcriptural, and not in a Senſe which the 
Subſcriber thinks the Articles will bear, 
conſonant to Scripture, appears further. 
from this, that he calls this latter Way of 
_ ſubſcribing, a Subterfuge, which diſap- 


| points the End of the Church, by inſiſting, 
upon 
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pon the 8 ubſcription, viz. For the avoiding 
ine tres of Opinions, and for the efta- 
70 555 Confent, touching true Religion. 
ints it, as he argues, becauſe 


4 4 Munde may fubſcribe to the Articles, 


by the help of this fecret Reſerve, namely, 
by ſubſcriting to them in a Senſe, in which 
he himſelf apprehends them to be agreea- 
Ble to Scripture, and yet be of a different 
ore on from the Church. This he with 

s uſual Charity, calls, an impoſing pon 
4 Church, in order to betray it; adding, 
This T fing with Oaths, an Subſeripti ons 


has fomething ſo black in it, that it calls fot. ? 


hos ” Animadverfion. 
F deßre the Reader juſt to reflec, that 


of the Senſe of the Church cannot certainly + 


be known, then all that the Letter-writer 
_ here advanced, fignifies nothing, ex- 
to ſhew a Zeal without Knowledge. 
But why was the Word Oaths ſlipped in? 
Was there any Oath taken in this Caſe ? 


Does not this look too much like Diſho- 


neſty, as if it was intended to make his 


Readers believe, that every Miniſter fwears 
as well as ſubſcribes to the Articles; and 


conſequently to caſt a greater Odium upon 
| thoſe who ſubſcribe in a Senſe which he 
condemns, 


. 
„ 


12 
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Whether the requiring a Subſcription ta 
Articles of human Compoſition is a likely 
Means of avoiding Diverſities of Opinions, 
in true Religion, may well be doubted. 
If the Church of England thinks ſo, that 
is no more than an Opinion, which I ſup- 
poſe every one is at liberty to adopt, or 
reject, as he ſees Reaſon to determine., 
+ The firſt Subſcription required of this ſort, 
ſo far as I have heard, was by the Coun- 
*cil of Nice: And think eccleſiaſtical Hi- 
ſtory ſhews, that neither that Subſcription, 
nor any other, among no ſmall Number, 
which have in different Ages, and Churches, 
been impoſed in a courſe of above a Thou- 
ſand Years ſince that Council, has been 
able to prevent Diverſities of Opinion, and 
to eftabliſh Conſent touching TRUE Religion. 
And a thouſand Years Experience is no 
contemptible Argument, to induce a Be- 
lief that a Unanimity of Opinions, will ne- 
- ver be brought to paſs, by virtue of ſuch 
Subſcriptions. "TO a 2 


But Diverſities of Opinions cannot be a- 
voided by ſubſcribing to Articles of the 
Church, unleſs the Senſe of the Articles 
is ſo clearly to be diſcerned, that no Sub- 
ſcriber can miſtake it; nor will conſent 
touching TRUE Religion be promoted, if 
the Articles are not apprehended by the 
dubſcriber himſelf ta be agreeable to Scrip- 

| ture, 


FF} = 
ture. Neither do I ſee, wherein the re- 
quiring a Subſcription to Articles, even if 
the Senſe of them, ſuppoſing that to be 
poſſible, is thus clear, and this clear Senſe 
is apprehended by the Subſcriber, to be 
agreeable to Scripture, can better prevent 
Diverfities of Opinions and eftabliſh Conſent 
in TRUE Religion, than the holy Scri 
tures alone, without the aid of this Sub- 
ſcription. My Notion I confeſs is, that he 
who ſubſcribes honeſtly to the Infallibility 
of the holy Scriptures, ſubſcribes to that 
which is the very beſt Means of prevent- 
ing all ſuch Diverſities of Opinions, which 
God deſigned ſhould be prevented, as well 
as of eftabliſhing ſuch Conſent touching TRUE | 
Religion, which he defigned ſhould be : 
eſtabliſhed. And Means not equal to the 
beſt, when the beſt may be had, will, by 
| ſome at leaſt, be thought unprofitable. If 
no Meaning 1s to be put upon the Articles, 
but what is to be warranted by Scripture, 
it is the Duty of all who think themſelves 
obliged to underſtand them rightly, to 
ſtudy Scripture with a proper Application 
and how ſubſcribing to Articles, which 
are to be interpreted by Scripture, ſtudied - 
with a proper Application, is a more likely 
way to avoid Diverſities of Opinions than 
ſubſcribing to the Scriptures, by which 
the Articles are to be interpreted, I cannot 
diſcern. And if the beſt way in which a "2M 
5 D 2 Sub- 4 


LE 
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Subſcription to the Articles can be allowed 


© to prevent Diverſities of Opinions is by ſub- 


_ ſcribing to them in a Senfe agreeable to 
mM ture, that being in Effect, the ſame 
ubſcribing to Scripture itſelf, then he 
= ſubſcribes to them in * no other 
« Meaning whatever but ſuch as he ap- 
" 1 to be conſonant to the infal- 
ible and authoritative Word of God,“ 
FEY rt. to them, not only as every good 
Man ought to ſubſcribe, but in that very 
manner which of all others is the moſt ef- 
fectual to prevent Diverſities of Opinions, 
ſo far as is agreeable to the divine Will: 
And conſequently i in that Manner, which 
anſwers the Intention of a Church, which 
diſclaims all Methods for the avoiding Di- 
werfities of Opinions, &c. but ſuch as are 
agreeable to God's Word. | 


Hitherto I have argued upon a Suppoſt | 
tion that the reverend Letter-writer, when 
he ſubſcribed, neo in what Senſe the Ar- 
ticles were propoſed to him by the Church, 
as agreeable to Scripture, which Senſe, if 
T underſtand his Reaſoning, every ſubſcri- 
bing Miniſter ought to give his Aſſent to, 
in Obedience to the Church's Authority, 
without examining, and diſcerning him- 
ſelf whether it be conſonant to God's holy 
Word. But now I muſt aſk, what he 
means by the Church? and, when he has 
given 


l 3 

given us his Idea of the Church, how pe, 
or other Subſcribers, can certainly know 
the Senſe, which the Church puts u x 
the Articles, agreeable to Scripture ? Is the 
Church, in his Notion, the Arebbi/hops, 
% Biſbops, and Clergy, by whom the A. 


< ticles were agreed upon, in tbe Convoca- 
* ftion holden at London in the Year 1562 ?" 

Or will he inlarge the Idea, and take in the 
whole Nation, Laity, as well as Clergy, by 
their Repreſentatives in that Parliament, 
which paſſed the Law, enacting the Sub- 
ſeription. 13 Eliz. C. 2? It is enough to 
ſay, that it is now impoſſible to know, in 
what Senſe the Church in either of theſe 
Notions, requires the Articles to be ſubs, 
. ſcribed to; and therefore the Letter-wri- 
ter, if he ſubſcribed himſelf, or inſiſts that 
others ought to ſubſcribe, in that Senſe of 
the Articles, which the Church judges to 
be agreeable to Scripture, muſt mean by 
the Church, ſomething elſe than either 
what I have now mentioned, or what he 
has yet intimated ; unleſs he thinks that if 
a Subſcriber does but profeſs to believe as 
the Church believes, there is no need of 
troubling himſelf to examine, what it is 
the Church does believe, any more than, 
ſuppoſing he really did know it, there is to 
examine whether the Faith of the Church 
be agreeable to the Doctrines of Jeivs 
Chriſt. 


If 
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If he pleads that the Senſe of the Com- 
pilers, or of the Church, agreeable. to 
Scripture, may be diſcerned by a careful 
Examination of the Articles, then it will 
be aſked—Who is to make this Exami- 
nation ? The Subſcriber certainly : For a 
Diſcovery of that Senſe by others, when 
he himſelf does not apprehend it, cannot 
juſtify him in ſubſcribing. When the 
Examiner has diſcerned, as he thinks, Zhe 
Senſe, or @ Senſe, if there be many, of 
the Church agreeable to Scripture, con- 
tained in each Article, will any one ſay, 


except this railing Letter-writer, that he 
prevaricates or betrays the Church by ſub- 


ſcribing in that Senſe? For how can he 
ſubſcribe otherwiſe, and preſerve an honeſt 
Character ? But this Writer has another 
Reſerve, which ſhall be conſidered in its 


Place. | 


But it does not appear to me, that the 
Senſe of the Articles, judged by the Church 
to be agreeable to Scripture, when the Law 
was made, requiring the Subſcription, 
can certainly be diſcerned by an Examina- 
tion of its Articles, or by any other Means 
whatever. How then can a Subſcriber be 
aſſured, that he ſubſcribes to the Articles, 


in that Senſe, in which the Church pub- 


liſhed them, and which it deemed to be 
Oh agreeable 
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_ agreeable to Scripture ? And yet it is in this 
Senſe, and no other, which the Letter- 
writer pretends every Miniſter ought to 
ſubſcribe. For ſays he, what our Church _ 
affirms to be agreeable to the Word of God, 
and to be proved by moſt certain Warrants of. 
holy Scripture, that do we affirm and openly 
Les when we ſubſcribe, to be our Fudg- 
ment and Belief, agreeable to the Word of 
God, and that it may be proved by moſt cer 
tain Warrants of boh Scripture. But if it 
cannot be ww: N diſcovered what our 
Church affirms, that is, in what Senſe the 
Church underſtood the Articles to be a- 
greeable to Scripture, then, the Letter- 
Vriter, and his good Friends ſubſcribed to 
they knew not what. Methinks a Sub-" 
ſcription of tbis ſort is not worthy of that 
extraordinary Zeal, which he has dif play's 
in its Favour. 


| The third Article of our Clonal) is thus 
expreſſed — © As Chriſt died for us, and 
c was buried, ſo alſo is it to be believed, 

<« that he went down into Hell.” Theſe 
Words © are capable of three different 
« Senſes.” Let the Letter-writer name 
the Paſſages in the Articles or Liturgy, if 
he knows of any, which may guide us to 
diſcern, which of theſe Senſes the Church 
intended 'its Miniſters ſhould Subſcribe'to. 

If be cannot do this, how can he * 


ge 

Twill not ſay others, but himſelf, that he 
fabſcribed* to this Article in that Senſe 
' which the Church judges to be agreeable 
to the Word of God? Nay there are Rea- 
ſons to be drawn from the Hiſtory of the 
Times in which the Articles were framed, 

that the Impoſers meant to expreſs by that 


Article a Senſe very different from that 


which is now generally underſtood by it. 
And if the Letter-writer joyns with the 
Major ity of his Brethren in the Interpreta- 
tion of this Article, he ſubſeribed to it, as 
they did i 4 Senſe apprehended to bo | 
eeable to Scripture, though not in a 
Senſe, which he had Cauſe to think was 
intended by the Impoſers, but rather in a 
Senfe which he had Cauſe to think was noi 
Intended by them. Why then does he 
raife an Outety againſt the Doctor, nay 
againſt all the Clergy, and even in Effect 
_ againſt himſelf, who ſubſcribed to this 
Article, in no other Meaning, bat what 
they themſelves, not what the Impoſers, 
Judged to be conſonant with the infallible 
and authoritative Word of God! 5 


The Reader: I TM will not be al | 
pleased at the following Extract from tis 
13 Keg an per of the Ar- 
ticles- by Burnet, p. 8. © The 
66 og? | * che 1 e of tien this Article 
of Chriſt's Deſcent into Hell is capable 


wY 18, 


TS 


„ that; Chriſt defornded locally inks. 
Hell, and preached to the Spirits there 
in Priſon. — A ſecond Senſe of it is, 


that by Heil is meant the Grave, accor= - 


ding to the Signification of the original 


Word in the Hebrew; and this is ſup- 


ported by the Words f Chrift's deſcend- 
ing into the lower Parts of the Earth. 
A third Senſe is, that by Hell, accord-. 


ing to the Signification of the Greek 


* Word, is to be meant the Place or Re- 
gion of Spirits ſeparated from their Bo- 
dies. All theſe three Senſes differ very 
much from one another, and yet they 


are all Senſes that are Literal and Gram 
matical ; ſo that in which of theſe ſo- 
ever a Man: conceives the Article, he 


may ſubſcribe it, and he does no way 
prevaricate in ſo doing. If Men would. 


therefore underſtand all the other Arti- 


eles in the ſame Largeneſs, and with the 
ſame Equity, there would not be that 
Occaſion given for unjuſt Cenſure, that 

© there has been. Where then the Arti- 
cles are conceived in large and general 
Words, and have not more ſpecial and 
reſtrained Terms in them, we ought to 
take that for a ſure. Indication, that the 
Church does not intend to tie Men up 
© too ſeverely to particular Opinions, but 


that ſhe leaves all to ſuch Liberty as 18 


— with the Purity of the Fai 
E 'F — 


* — 
2 1 
6. 1 
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That is, in other Words, the Church of 
England leaves every one to the Liberty of 
ſubſcribing to its Articles, in that Senſe of 
them, which he judges to be agreeable to 
Scripture. 


if we ſolemnly declare and herbe con- 
tinues the Letter- writer, our Belief of a 
Point of Doctrine, we do it in the Senſe. of 
the Impoſers. I think it has been proved, 
that the Senſe of the Impoſers, meaning 
by the Impoſers, what he has hitherto cal- 
led the Church, cannot be known; and 
then how can a Miniſter be aſſured, that 
he ſubſcribed in that Senſe? But let us ſee 
what Authority, or Reaſon the Writer has 
to ſay, that Miniſters '/ubſcribe, i. e. are 
required to ſubſcribe, in the Senſe of the 
Inpoſers, even if they are able certainly 
to diſcern it ? The Miniſter is obliged by 
the Canon to ſubſcribe to theſe Articias 
That the Book of Common-Prayer, &c. 
“ containeth in it nothing contrary to the 
& Word of God.“ And © That he al- 
* loweth the Book of Articles of Religion 
* agreed upon by the Archbiſhops, and 
„ Biſhops of both Provinces, and the 
* Whole Clergy i in the Convocation holden 
* 1562; and that he acknowledgeth all, 
and every the Articles therein contained, 
<© being in Number 39, beſides the Rati- 


< fication, to be agreeable to the Word 
1 cc of 
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* of God. 5 the Canon preſcribes - 
the Form in which the Miniſter is to ſub- 
ſcribe : vig.— I N. N. do willingly and 
© ex Animo ſubſcribe to theſe Articles a- 
bovementioned, and to all Things that 
« are contained i in them.” | 


Nothing appears to me in theſe Arti- 
cles, or in the Form of Subſcription, which 
either expreſſes, or implies, that a Miniſ- 
ter is required to ſubſcribe to the thi 
nine Articles, Sc. in that ſingle Senſe of 
them, agrecable to Scripture, which he 
believes to be the Senſe of the Impoſers;— - 
but I think he is left at full Liberty by this | 
Canon, to ſubſcribe to them in any Senſe, 
which he apprehends to be conſonant to 
Holy Writ, and which, in his Opinion, 


the Articles will bear. The Words of the - 


Canon, and the preſcript Form are literally 
complied with, by a Miniſter, - who 1s per- 


ſuaded that the Articles, &c. are capable 


of a Senſe nothing contrary, but agreeable 
to the Word of God, and ſubſcribes to 
them with ſuch Per And what 
could be more inconſiſtent Kae for the 
Church of England to declare in clear 
Terms, that the Scriptures are the only Rule 
of Faith; to oblige all Miniſters by a ſolemn 
Promiſe to teach the People nothing, but 
what they themſelves believe to be con- 
ſiſtent with the Scriptures; to deny that 
TP E 2 any 
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any Church may decree or inforce any 
Thing to be believed, as neceſſary to Sal- 
vation, that is againſt, or beſides the Scri 
tures ; to aſſert that general Councils, and 
conſequently all Churches may err; and 
to ſeparate from the Church of Rome upon 
theſe Principles: And yet ſuffer no Man 
to be a Miniſter, who refuſes to ſubſcribe 
to her Articles in that Senſe of them only, 
which She, not the Subſcriber, judges to 
be agreeable to Gods Word? I ſee no 
Way of freeing the Church from this In- 
conſiſtency, but by ſaying, that as this Ca- 
non contains no Expreſſions which ſignify 
that the Subſcription muſt be made in het 5 
Senſe only, which the Impoſers meant a- 
greeable to Scripture; ſo neither did it in- 
tend it ſhould be ſo made; but that, with 
a true Chriſtian Spirit, renouncing in Deed, 
as well as in Word, all Dominion over 
Faith, it permitted each Subſcriber to fix 
that Senſe upon the Articles, which in 
his Judgment they are capable of, agree- 
able to Scripture, and to ſubſcribe to it, 
whether it were, or were not its own Senſe. 
And this is ſtill more probable, becauſe 
the Church has expreſſed more than one 
of its Articles in Terms _— capable of 
argerent Senſes. 


Another Argument that the Church does 


not require the Subſcription to be made in 
that 


LE 

that preciſe Senſe, and no other, which it 
judges to be agreeable to Scripture, is this. 
In the Beginning of King James the Firſt 
his Reign, there were great Differences of 
Opinion among the Clergy, in Points of 
Doctrine, and each Side appealed to the 
Articles, as containing a Senſe favourable 
to them. Now ſuch Appeal would have 


been manifeſtly abſurd, if it had then been 


thought, that the Articles were ſubſcribed 


to, in no other Senſe, but that which the 


Church judges to be warranted by Scrip- 
ture. For then the Appeal ought to have 


been made to the Church's Senſe; and- 


not to that Senſe, which each Diſputant 
contended that the Articles would admit 
of, agreeable to Scripture. To calm theſe 
Diſputes King Tames © with the Advice 
of ſo many Biſhops as could be con- 
« veniently called together,” ſet forth a 


Royal Declaration, which is printed in the 


Front of the Articles, obſerving, © That 
<« jn thoſe curious Points in which the 
« preſent Differences lie, Men of all ſorts 
<« take the Articles to be for them.” Then, 
Willing that all further curious Search 
* be laid afide, and theſe Diſputes ſhut 


«© up in God's Promiſes, as they be gene- 


rally ſet forth to us in the holy Scrip- 


” 


© tures, and the GENERAL,” he does not 


ſay PARTICULAR, © Meaning of the Ar- 
* ticles; and that no Man hereafter ſhall 
| c either 
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« either print or 8 to draw the Arti- 
ce cle aſide any Way, but ſhall ſubmit to 


ce it in the plain and full Meaning thereof; 


ce and ſhall not put his own Senſe or Com- 
< ment to be the Meaning of the Article, 


« but ſhall take it, in the literal and gram- 
% matical Senſe.” Here every Miniſter is 
left to ſubſcribe to the Articles in their li- 
teral and grammatical Senſe ; and the pro- 
| Hibition—< Shall not put his own Senſe 
* or Comment to be the Meaning of the 


Pg 


c Article,” muſt be underſtood to be a 


Reſtraint only from putting any Senſe or 
Comment, which is inconſiſtent with a 
literal and grammatical Senſe. If then the 
Letter-writer will allow, that the Deſign 


„of the Church was underſtood by King 


Chants Taue and his Biſhops, and the generality 


t the Clergy, which acquieſced in this 
Declaration, the Subſcription was not re- 
' quired to be made to the Articles in the 


Senſe which the Church judges to be * 1 
e 


tural, but in a ſcriptural Senſe, which 

- Subſcriber apprehends to be a literal and 
grammatical Senſe of them, or, in other 
Words, in a Senſe which he apprehends 
the Articles to be capable of. And hence, 
as the learned Prelate abovementioned has 
obſeryed, it is to be inferred, © That an 
* Article being conceived in ſuch general 


„Words, that it can admit of different 


\ } 


* literal and grammatical Senſes, even 
WIA - e «© when 


1351 


«© when the 88 given are plainly co 

<« trary one to another, yet both,” that is 
Miniſters who underſtand it in different 
Senſes—* may ſubſcribe the Articles, wih 
« a good Conſcience, and without anx 
« Equivocation.” And then he gives an 
Inſtance of this, in the third EY vcd 
has already been mentioned. 


* — 
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But now the Lettef- writer being ſized 
I ſuppoſe with ſome Miſgivings, ſudde 
with a Daſh of his Pen, changes his N 
tion of the Church, and inſtead: of ene 
ning it to the Compilers of the Articles, 
or the Repreſentatives of the Nation, or- 
both; makes a Compliment of it to the 
Biſhops for the Time being. When we der 
clare and ſubſcribe our Belief of a Pbint of 
Doctrine, we do it in the Senſe of the Im 
Poſers, that is, ſays he, our ecclefraſtical Go 
vernors, who each in their ſeveral Provintes 
and Dioceſes require the Subſcription f all, 
who are to be ordained. And the _— 
Declamation which follows, is built 1 4 
the ſuppoſed Enormity, of ſubſcribing! 85 
the Articles, in other Senſe, than that of 
the Inpoſers, who are here explained to be 
our ecclefiaftical Superiors, in their ſtoerat- 
Provinces and Dioceſes. That the Church, 
or-the Law requires the Articles to be ſub⸗ 
ſcribed to in that Senſe of them agreeable 
to Scripture, and in no — which Saale 
Segnſe 


CES | 
Senſe of the Archbiſhops, and Biſhops tor 


the Time being, is ſuch a wild Notion, as 
I believe, never yet found a Place in any 
Head, however heated and diſordered, but 
that of this reverend Letter-writer. IS 
this a Manner of Subſcribing, calculated 
to obviate Dzver/ities of Opinions, and to | 
eftabliſh Conſent touching true Religion: 1 
if each Archbiſhop and Biſhop is to fix 
that | Senſe of the Articles, agreeable to 
Scripture, in which, Perſons to be: ordain- 
4 ed by him, are to ſubſcribe; it muſt needs 
bie, that, unleſs theſe Prelates are infallible, 
che Clergy, not only of different Dioceles, . 
but alſo of the ſame Dioceſe, ſubſcribe in 
different, and perhaps even in contradicto- 
ry Senſes. I think it not eaſy to invent 
any other Senſe, in which the Clergy can 
be required to ſubſcribe, ſo probable 7 2 
in that Inundation of Hereſies, and Confu- 
fron of Babel, which the Letter-writer has 
expreſſed with equal Propriety, and Polite- . 
neſs. I might aſk, whether it is the Prac- 
tice of our ecclefiaſtical Governors, when 
they ordain, to give a diſtinct Explication ; 
of tbeir Senſe of each Article, to which 
their Senſe the Candidates for Orders are, 
according to this Letter-writer, to ſub- 
ſcribe ; But I think it ſuperfluous: to add 
more upon this Head, becauſe I am fully 
- perſuaded that every Reader will have Ar- 
1 ſpontaneouſly riſing in his Mind, 


abun- 
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ubundantly ticken to convince him of 
the, Weakneſs,” not to ſay Abſurdity, of 
ſuppoſing, that Subſcribers to the Articles, 
&c. ought to ſubſcribe to them in the Senſe 
of the Impoſers, i. e. our eccleſiaſtical Go- 
- vernors who each in their ſeveral Provinces, 
and Dioceſes, require this Subſeri pri on of all 
who are ordained. 


He goes on—But I cannot better urge 
the Point I am ſpeaking of, than in the 
Words of Doctor Conybeare—This- Point 
is— That the Subſcription ought to be 
made in the Senſe of our ecclefaftical Goa 
vernors, each in their reſpectiue Dioceſes. 
Let us now ſee how the Words of this 
worthy Biſhop explain, or inforce it;— 
AS e to Articles, ſays his Lord- 
ſhip, zs a Declaration of our Belief : Be it 
ſo. But does ſuch Declaration import, 
that the Subſcriber believes, or ought to 
believe the Articles, in that Senſe, which 
the Impoſer, i. e. each Biſhop believes it 
in? A Subſcription to Articles is, I appre- 
hend, as much a Declaration of Bice 
when the Subſcriber Himſelf puts a Senſe 
upon them, agreeable to Scripture, as when 
ſuch Senſe is put upon them by another, 
Ana, continues his Lordſhip, r an 

Aﬀent to. the Truth of ſe Propofits ons, 

which are contained in them. Eet it be 


ways ted that A & * ption to o Articles, im- 
W plies 
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plies an Aſent to the Truth of thoſe Propoſitions, 
 avhich are contained in them: But does it 
imply an Aſſent to that Truth only which 
is apprehended by the Biſbops to be con- 
tained in them? No ſurely; but rather an 
Aſſent to that Truth, which the Subſcri- 
ber, and not another apprehends to be the 
Senſe of them, agreeable to Scripture. 
The Letter-writer is very ready at quoting 
Authorities, as well as advancing Argu- 
ments, to dazzle the Judgment of his 
Readers, which ſignify nothing to the Pur- 
poſe, for which he produces them. Let 
therefore the Reader judge whether the 
Doctor has any Reaſon 70 be filled with 
Shame and Confuſion, either from the Man- 
ner in which the Letter-writer has urged 
the Extract from this judicious Writer's 
Sermon; or from the Extract itſelf. 


The, Letter-writer talks of ſubſcribing 
with Equi vocation and Reſerve, and inſiſts 
that nothing can be urged to juſtify or excuſe 
4 Prevarication in this Reſpect.— This E- 
gui vocation, Reſerve, and Prevarication, 
muſt refer to a Perſon's ſubſcribing to the 
Articles in that Senſe, which he himſelf ap- 
prehends to be agreeable to Scripture, and 
not in the Senſe in which the Inpoſers ſo: 
underſtand them. Then comes this Let- 
ter-writer's Inference—Mhoſoever therefore 
is not really ' perſuaded that the Doctrines 
gh con- 


4. 
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contained in our Articles are true, cannot 
ſubſcribe without an high Violation of moral 
Honeſty, &c,—j uſt as if, the ſubſcribing to 
the Articles in a Senſe of them, which the 
Subſcriber apprehends to be conſonant 
cc to the infallible and authoritative Word 
of God,” without conſidering what is 
the Senſe of the Impoſer, is the ſame 
Thing, as to ſubſcribe to them, when he 
is not really perſuaded, that the Doctrines 
contained 1 them are true. God only 
knows what induced the Writer to make 
this wicked Inference.—Has the Doctor 
pretended to defend any Perſon, who ſub- 
ſcribes to Articles, when he is ot per- 
ſuaded that the Doctrines of them are 
true? And who but this profound Let 
ter-writer can .infer, that when a Perſon 
ſubſcribes to Articles, which he 7s perſua- 
ded contain Doctrines agreeable to Scrip- 
ture, he ſubſcribes to them, when he is 
not perſuaded that the Doctrines contained 
in them are true? For in this Argument, 
agreeable to Scripture, and true, are preciſe- 
ly the ſame. 


For the ſame Reaſons, adds he, muſt we 
cenſure and condemn a ſubſcribing to our 
Articles, with this Reſervation, viz. As 
far as they are agreeable to Scripture ; this 
being a Way of eluding theſe Teſts of our 
religious Opinions, and in Effect no Sub- 

5 ſerip- 


« 
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cription at all. What he means by“ for 
the ſame Reaſons, I am not able to 1 5 


derſtand. But his Meaning i 18 s plats enou Ne. 


when he cenſures and condemns the 

ſervation— As far as they are agreeable ” 
Scripture. He holds out to the End, that 
the Subſcriber ought to give his Aﬀent to 
that Senſe, in which the Church, or Im- 
poſers underſtand them, and to reſerve 
nothing to his own Judgment. He is not 
allowed to ſubſcribe in the Senſe of the 
Church, or Impoſers, ſo far as he himſelf 
apprehends that Senſe, if he be ſo happy 
as to know it, is agreeable to Scripture z 
but if he will ſab cribe, he is to do 'it 
purely, and ſimply in the Senſe of the 


Church, and acquieſce in Hat, be it right, 


or wrong. But enough has been ſaid upon 
this Point. I think, of all Ways of ſub- 
ſcribing to Articles, as 4 Tyft of religious 
Opinions, none can be more elufive, than 
that of ſubſcribing, z. e. pretending ta 


. ſubſcribe to them, in the Senſe of others, 


when that Senſe is impoſſible to be known, 


He aſks, — Are the Articles of the Church 
of England, agreeable with Scripture, or 
are they not ? Tanſwer—If they are agree- 
able with Scripture, they muſt be ſo in a 


certain Senſe; and whoever ſubſcribes to 


them in that Senſe, as ſuch, ſubſcribes 
honeſtly. 
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honeſtly. But if a Perſon cannot recon- 
cile any. Meaning, of which he thinks | 
them G's: with the Bible, he g 
not to ſubſcribe. But why-was this 
3 tion j propoſed to the Doctor? Is there a 
Word in Bip Garona which difagrees 8 
the proper er to it Jo ſays 
ſagacious Letter-writer] i any Perſons will 7 
however inſiſt on this 13 of ſub- Be 
ſcribing to the Articles as far as they are 4 
ary Bo to be agreeable to Scripture, 
let them confider, oder the Subſeriptione, 

Pay the Reſervation taken together amount 
to this, viz. I do declare that theſe Articles 
are agreeable with Scri pture, fo far forth 
as they are agreeable with Scripture. Then: 
comes a triumphant Reflegion—T hrs is gs 
much trifling with common Senſe, as with 
common Honeſty. But, however the Letter- 
writer may pleaſe himſelf with his own ꝛ 
childiſh Imaginations, there is hardly a 
ſingle Reader can miſs ſeeing, that this 
Propoſition, after all his Endeavour to 
make it appear ridiculous, plainly means 
this, — ] do declare that theſe Articles are a- 
greeable with Scripture, in a certain Senſe. 
And then the Subſcription will be allowed 
to amount to this, —viz. Il believe theſe 
Articles, underſtood in a certain Senſe, 
which the Words of them will admit, 
to be agreeable with Scripture, and I 

teſtify 
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teſtify my Aſſent to them in that Senſe. 
Let the impartial Reader judge who it 
is, that has friſſed with common Senſe, as 
_ as common Honefly. 


Next follows a Quotation from Cole's 8 
Inſtitutes, relating to one Smith, who had 
ſubſcribed to the Articles, btb this Addi- 
tion, © So far forth 'asTthe fame were a- 
e greeable to the Word of God.” It is 
granted that when the Law requires a Sub- 
ſcription in a preſcribed Form of Words, 
and a Subſcription is made not in that 
Form, ſuch Subſcription is 2/egal. But 
how does this affect the Noctor? It is 
not pretended that he ſubſcribed in other 
Manner, or Form than as the Law direcks. 
Neither do his Arguments concern legal 
Subſcriptions, but ſuch only as relate to 
Conſcience. It will not be faid, that the 
Judges had Authority to enquire into the 
; Conſeience of Smith when he added the 
Explication, ſo far forth as the ſame are 
agreeable to the Word of God ; but only to 
determine whether the outward Act of 
ſubſcribing with the Addition of that Ex- 
plication, was a egal Subſcription within 
the Meaning of the Statute. © And it 
<« was reſolved by the Chief Juſtice, and 
% all the Judges of England, that this 
« Subſcription was not according to the 

«« Statute 
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te Statute of 13 Eliz. becauſe the Statute 
be required an abſolute Subſcription, and 


cc this Subſcription made it conditional.” 


Here is an Opinion given, on a Point of 
Law, and ſupported by an Argument, 
which every one ſees the Force of. The 
Conſequence of it was, that what Smith 


had done, did not intitle him to the Be- 


nefits of a legal Subſcription, But whether 


Smith acted ſincerely or not, was a Queſ- 


tion with which the Judges had nothing 


to do, and which heir Determination no 


Mays concerned. 


The Lord Chief Juſtice adds, — That 


this Act was made for avoiding of Di- 


ce verſity of Opinions, Cc. And by this 
« Addition, the Party ag by his own 
© private Opinion take ſome of them 


(the Articles) to be againſt the Word 


cc of God, and by this Means, Diverſity of | 


„ Opinions ſhould not be avoided, which 
* was the Scope of the Statute, and the 
very Act itſelf touching Subſcription 
* made hereby of none Effect. Here 
we have a ſecond Argument againſt the 
Legality of Smizh's Subſcription, becauſe 
it tended, not to prevent, but to introduce 
Diverſity of Opinions, contrary to the ex- 
preſs Deſign of the Act. And this Ten- 
dency is thus explained, becauſe Smith 
might 


. 4 TS , 
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might under that Re I think 
tp Articles to be again God's 2 
He might ſo, and his Lordſhip's Rea- 
foning might hold in Smith's Cafe, but 
cannot be applied to the Doctor's, which 
Fi 7 As. direMy cont For the Doctor in- 
fiſts that he Subſcription to the Articles 
* to be made in that Senſe of them 
; which is apprehended to be, not ag 
Gods Word, but agreeable to it. And 
therefore fuch Subſcription cannot difax 
JAM Len wo jon of the Act, upon the 


e in js te 


It Tk his Lorditfp' 8 Reaſoning i in 
fers, that if the Subſcription had been made 
with the Parties Belief, that, not ome on- 

9 * all the Articles are agreeable to 
s Word, the Diverſity of Opinions, 
Srovided againſt by the Act, would have 
en avoided. For the only Reaſon alle- 
ved, why Smith's Subſcription was judged 
do oppoſe the Intent of the Act is, that 45 
might by his own private Opinion take ſome 
of the Articles 70 be againſt the Word of 
God. If then a Perſon ſubſcribes, and 
_= not by his own private Opinion take 
of the Articles to be againſt the Word 
of God, but underſtands them all, in a 
| Senſe reconcileable with it, and ſubſcribes - 
to them in that Senſe, he does not, in the 
55 Meaning 
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Another Thing worthy of Notice in this 4 


Meaning of the et Juſtice, contrayense, « , ] 
e faid A hr 7 
Ae a Wo e kene, 4; 

TY 


Quotation is, that his Lordſhip does not 


ſuggeſt, in order to prevent the 1 


of Opinio ed in the Act, that 
the Subſcription to the Articles ought to 


be made in that Senſe of them, which was 


known or thought to be the Senſe of the 


Church, or of the Compilers, or of the 
Archbiſhops and Biſhops collectively, or 
ſeparately. And it will hardly be thuught, 
that if the Notion of ſubſcribing in the 
Senſe of the Church, &c. had been un- 
derſtood by his Lordſhip, to be that Senſe, 
and that only, in which the Law required 


the n e for avoiding Diverſity of 


Opinions, he would have forborn to men- 
tion it, or allude to it. On the contrary, 
it was not becauſe Smith by his own pri- 


vate Opinion took ſome of the Articles to 


be agreeable to Scripture; for his own pri- 
vate Opinion operated as much in approv- 
ing of them, as in condemning the others; 
that is cenſured as a Means of promoting 
Diverſity of Opinions ; but it was becauſe 


he might take ſome of them to be againſt 


the Word of God. So that could he have 
explained them a// in his private Judg- 
ment to be agreeable to Scripture, he need- 


ed not to have enquired in what Senſe 
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the Church, or Compilers, &c. underſtood 
them; nor, had he ſubſcribed in due 
Form, does any Thing advanced by his 
Lordſhip imply, that ſuch Subſcription. 
| tended to fruſtrate the Deſign of the Act. 


The Letter-writer obſerves—This deci- 
frve Judgment proves beyond all Exception, 
that in the Eye of the Law, the Subſcrip- 


tion required by the 13 Eliz. neceſſarily im- 


2 plies a Profeſſion and Belief of the Truth of 
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the Articles ſubſcribed to. In my Opinion 
this deciſive Judgment proves no more, 
than that where an abſolute Subſcription 
is preſcribed by Act of Parliament, a 
conditional one is illegal. But not to inſiſt 
upon this, it will be allowed, that 4 Sub- 
feription implies a Profeſſion and Belief of 
the Truth of the Articles ſubſcribed to, But 
how will this Conceſſion hurt the Doctor? 
has he contradicted it, or employed any 
Arguments inconſiſtent with it? Nay, does 
he not uniformly plead, that the Subſcrip- 
tion ought to be made, in a Senſe of the 
Articles, apprehended by the Subſcriber 
to be agreeable to Scripture ? And is not 
a Senſe apprehended to be agreeable to 
_ Scripture, a Senſe which is apprehended 

to be true? Let the Letter-writer ruminate 
on this. - 


* al Am. 
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It is but a mean Compliment to Sith 
to fay, that, he as far as it appears, was 
be honeſter Man of the two. For when 
one Man has been repreſented as very diſ- 
' honeſt, to ſay, that another is the honefter 
of the two, implies that both of them are 
diſhoneſt, though in different Degrees. 
If by this Compariſon a Reflection was 
intended upon Smith, as well as upon the 
Doctor, then no Integrity of Conſcience 
in a Perſon, who fails in Point of Form, 
in order to teſtify his Honeſty, can fave 
him from this Letter-writer's Cenſure. 


What remains of the Letter, as it aims 
at no Argument, might be paſſed oyer un- 
regarded. I will only obſerve, that. the 
reverend Letter-writer's Language as well 
as Reflections are ſuch, as can no more 
be defended upon the Principles of Ho- 
nour, and Morality, than of Chriſtianity ; 
and that no Man, who thinks he has any 
Reputation to loſe, even though he deſ- 
piſed the Threatnings of the Goſpel, would 
venture to publiſh ſuch unmannerly, and 
perſonal Abuſe, were it not for the Hopes 
of being always concealed. 


The Reader will be pleaſed to remem- 
ber, that the Propoſition which has raiſed 
the Letter-writer's higheſt Indignation, 

Le = and 
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and againſt which he has pointed his ſtron- 
geſt Batteries is this That every Sub- 
6 ſcriber to the Afticles muſt be under- 
© ſtood to ſubſcribe to them, in no other 
Meaning whatever, but ſuch as is ap- 
- © prehended by him to be conſonant to 


- 


the infallible and authoritative Word of 
«© God.” Whether the Arguments pro- 
duced by him, are ſufficient to invalidate 
this Propoſition, is left to the Judgment 
of the Reader ; as likewiſe, whether, if a 
Subſcriber to the Articles muſt be under- 


| ſtood to ſubſcribe in ſome other Meaning, 


but ſuch as is apprehended by him to be 
conſonant to the Word of God, the Let- 
ter-writer has informed us, what that orber 
Meaning is, and how it is reconcileable, 
I fay not with Scripture, but with the 
proteſtant Doctrines of the Church of En- 
gland. = 


I have now finiſhed the uneaſy Taſk, 
which I impoſed upon myſelf, of going 
through this abuſive Letter, and conſide- 
ring every Part of it, which has an Ap- 
pearance of Argument. My Endeavour 
Has been to underſtand and anſwer the re- 
verend Writer of it, in his own Senſe, 
which; if I have any where miſtaken, the 
only Reaſon was, becauſe I could not diſ- 
cern it. 


Sorry 
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Sorry 1 am to ſay, that there are tome, 


who in Words expreſs, and by their Ace- 


tions teſtify a much deeper Reſentment 


againſt Errors in point of Speculation, than 


againſt the higheſt, as well as moſt open 


Enormities in Practice. The leaſt De- 
viation in Faith from that which they have 
fixed in their own Minds, to be the Stan- 


dard of Orthodoxy, alarms their Fears, and 


raiſes their Outcries, with much ſtronger 
Emotions, than a public Violation of the 
moſt important Branches of moral Duty. 
But ſure a ſmall Degree of calm Reflec- 


tion is enough to convince an unprejudiced 


Mind, that the ſupreme Uſe of religious 


Faith is to excite a virtuous Behaviour. 


From whence it is not difficult to be in- 
ferred, that Faith, though perfectly Ortho- 


dox, it it fails in its ſupreme End, is of 


| little, if of any Uſe; and that, if it hap- 


pens to be erroneous, and has at the ſame * 


Time no ill Influence upon Morals, it 
can be but little, if at all hurtful. 


Compariſon of Crimes ought to be made 
with Caution, becauſe weak Underſtan- 
dings draw Encouragement from. it to 
commit the leſſer, when all ought to be 
avoided. Perſecution for Conſcience Sake 
appears to be a Sin of high Malignity. 
No Man without being enlightened by 


| Inſpi- © 


ya 
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» Inſpiration, can exactly diſcern the Faith 
of another, neither, if he could diſcern it, 
can he certainly know that it is criminally 

_. erroneous. Perſecution is therefore abſo- 
lutely unjuſtifiable in the firſt Inſtance, as 
it is grounded upon the mere Suppoſition 
of a Fault, incapable of being proved. 
Again ; can the Perſecutor be infallibly aſ- 
ſured that his own Faith is right? Look 

round the World, and I fear it will be 

| found, that the moſt Ignorant, have ge- 
| nerally been the moſt Zealous, and that 
| ' Perſecution has always raged with the moſt 
| implacable Fury, on the Side of Error. 
[ Further ; he who perſecutes another for 
| Matters of mere Faith, uſurps an Autho- 
| rity, to which no mortal Man has a Claim, 
| and which by the Nature of it, may be 
{ clearly ſeen to reſide in God alone. God 
' is emphatically the Searcher of Hearts; 
and he only has the Right of judging 
| them. Why judgeſt thou another Man's Ser- 
=, want? To his own Maſter he ſtandeth or 
| Falleib. Add to this; that Perſecution, 
ol though in a leſs Degree, contains in it a 
| Violation of ſome of the moſt important 
| moral Precepts of Chriſtianity ; and that 
| hen it is permitted to have its full Scope, 
fit never ſtops ſhort of the Violation almoſt 
ef them all. | 


Preſent- 


| 
| 
| 
| 


We, 


* Preſentments are ſeldom to be encou- 


raged, and never but in Caſes of open Ini- 
morality, or high Neglect; and not even 


then, without previous, and repeated Ad- 
monition. It would be a ſad Grievance 


upon the Clergy, were it underſtood to be 
the Duty of Church-wardens to preſent 
them for every Omiſſion, in the Uſe of 


the Liturgy, and every Deviation from the 
Rubrics, and Canons. The Laity judge 


and act with more Candour, and a better 


Senſe of Chriſtian Charity, than to ſup- 


ſe this; and it would be ſtrange indeed, 


if CRE ſhould judge, or act other- 
wiſe. 


If a Miniſter 3 that the — 
Creed, for Inſtance, is offenſive to a con- 
ſiderable Part of his Congregation, and if 

he himſelf judges that ſome Clauſes of it, 
are difficult to be underſtood, and liable to 

be miſtaken, I cannot help thinking that 
it is more agreeable to the Temper of the 


Goſpel, for him to omit it, than to uſe it. a 


Nor could Chriſtian Faith ſuffer any Inju- 
ry by ſuch Omiſſion, when the Apoſtle 
Creed is uſed in its Stead, and all Perſons 
are left at full Liberty, to conſult the Scrip- 
tures, But the extraordinary Zeal which 
ſome 


* See Dr. Carter's Sermon aud] in Deal Cha- 
pel, Auguft 97 1 7 752. 
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ſome expreſs for the Uſe of the Athanaſian 
Creed; ſeems to infer, that Chriſtian Faith, 
neceſſary to Salvation, may be at leaſt 
fafer, if not eaſier learned from that, than 
from the pure and perfect Word of God; 
an Imagination, in my Opinion, equally 
groundleſs and pernicious. 


I will add no more except an earneſt 
Prayer to Almighty God, that he by his 
racious Providence, and in his own good 

ime, will cauſe to be removed from pu- 
blic Worſhip in every Nation profeſſing 
the Goſpel, whatever is offenſive to him- 
ſelf, or is too apt to diſturb ſcrupulous 
Minds ; and that he will be pleaſed to in- 

ire all Chriſtians with mutual good Will, 
8 Forbearance, and e 37"9aIF fog 
as becometh the Diſciples of the benevo- 
lent Jefus, his Son, and our Lord and 
Judge. . e 
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HE Publiſher of this Pamphlet 

1 thinks it neceſſfary to ſay, that his 
only Reaſon for reprinting a Letter, uni- 
verſally, and juſtly condemned, is, that 
the Reader may have an immediate Op- 
portunity of comparing the Animadver- 
ſions with the Paſſages to which they refer. 


Letter from a Clergyman in the 
Country, to his Friend at Deal. 


1 
* 
„ 5 
| 9, £ 4 bs, 


Thank you for communicating to me 
che crying Sermon; that extraordinary 
Performance which has made ſo muck 
Noiſe that I was curious of ſeeing it. I 
muſt own upon a Peruſal of it, I could 
find nothing in it to occaſion Tears. Sure- 
ly if it could excite any Paſſion in the Au- 

ience, it muſt be that of Indignation; 
to hear a Man ſhuffling and prevaricating 
with Articles, Creeds, Subſcriptions, De- 
elarations, and even Scripture it ſelf. The 
Articles he ſubſcribes to he gets rid of ' at 
once by a mental Reſervation. The Creeds 
he gives a very lame Account of, full of 
Errors and Miſtakes; one of them (the 
* Is Nice 


Aﬀertion i in it—17 this Trinity none is afore 
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Nice Creed) he wiſely ſays nothing of, as; 
indeed, it would not have ſerved his Pur- 
poſe. I ſhall remark to you an Omithon 
or two of the ſame Kind, as a Sample of 
his Dexterity, in ſlipping over a Thing too 
hot to be touched. 

| When he quotes the 6th Article, he 
ought to have given his Audience the 8th 
too, (viz. The three Creeds ; Nice Creed, 
Athanafius's Creed, and that which is com- 


monly called the Apoſtles Creed, ought thorough- 


ly to be received and believed : For they may 
FA proved by moſt certain Warrants of Holy 

Scripture.) This would have been but 
dealing fairly by them; but then this 
would unhappily have let them into the 


Secret how groſſly he prevaricated with 
God and Man when he ſubſcribed to it; 


and afterwards (reading over the 39: Ar- 


ticles) declared his unfeigned Aſſent in 


the Face of God and the Congregation, 
and acknowledged all and every the Arti- 


cles therein contained, (being in Number 
Nine and Thirty, beſides the Ratification,) 
to be agreeable to the Word of God. 
Behold, he is now Preaching againſt, the 
Truth of this; and proving one of thoſe 


Creeds (at leaſt) to be contrary to the Word 


of God. 
Again, ſpeaking of the Athanafian Creed, 
and infinuating to the People, as if that 


or 
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or after other : None is greater or 2 than 
another—claſhed with that Aſſertion of our 
Saviour s—My Pather is greater than — 
he leaves 'out a Clauſe in the fame Creed, 
which ſaith Equal to the Father, as buch. 
ing his Godbead: and rnferior to the Father, 
as touching his Manhood. But this was not 
for his Purpoſe ; it would have been to 
acquaint the . that it was very re- 
coneileable with xiv. 28. and would 
have a little interfered with the Senſe he 
would give of the few Texts he has pick- 
ed out and ſtrung together. But is not 
this to ſuppreſs and conceal from his Au- 
dience the Things that might lead them 
into the Whole Truth, and teach them to 
compare Scripture with Scripture? 
But what would you have the poor 
Man do? He is floundering in the Mud, 
and muſt get out as well as he can. The 
Athanafian Creed ſticks in his Throat; 
and had he ſaid any Thing true of the 
| Nicene, it would have choaked him. How- 
ever he comforts himſelf with this, That 
when he figned and ſubſcribed to theſe 
Articles, it was only as far as they were 
agreeable to Scripture in no other ns 
whatever but ſuch as is apprehended to be 


conſonant to the infallible and authoritative 


Word of God. Serm. p. 15.] Apprehended 
by whom ? By himſelf ? — What a pitiful 
a is this? What a ſhuffling and play- 

. ing 


i Oaths and Subſcriptions has ſome 
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ing. Faſt and Looſe with Things ſacred? 
Our Church requires thoſe, whom it in- 
truſts with the Miniſtry af the Word, 


that they may teach nothing that is contrary 


* bo ſound Dodirine, to ſubſcribe to theſe Ar- 
ticles, which in its own Judgment it holds 
to be agreeable to the: Word of God, and 
hat ought thoroughly to be received and 
be as they may be proved by moſt 


certain Warrant of Holy Scripture. And 
this it does for the avoiding of Diverſities 


of Opinions; and for the — Fogg f 


_ Conſent touching true Religion, ( as my 


Title to the 39 Articles ſet forth.) Now 


o Means of this Subterfuge of his, it 


abliſhes no Conſent; it avoids no Di 
verſity of Opinion: But the Teſt is elu- 
ded; and the Subſcription made of none 
Effect, by one who is of a different Opi- 


nion from the Church, and yet can by 


the Help of a ſecret Reſerve ſubſcribe to 
it, and ſo. impoſe upon the Church in 
order to betray it. This triflin __— 
g ſo 
black i in it, that it calls for further Ani- 
madverſion. 
It is notorious to every one, who. is of 
the Communion of the Church eſtabliſh- 
ed, that our Church does not ſuffer any 
* to be ordained, or to be intruſted 
with any Publick Office, or Adminiſtra- 


tion in ihe ſame, or admitted to any Be- 
nifice, 
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nifice, without ſubſcribing the 39 Articles, 
declaring his Belief of the ſame, and ac+ 
— 0s all and every the Articles 
therein contained to be agreeable to the 
Word of God. This Method is taken to 
ſecure the Truth of Doctrine, and the 
right Faith of ſuch as are to inſtruct others, 
and (as the Act of Parliament which enacts 
this Subſcription expreſſes it) That the 
Churches of the Queen's Majefiy's Dominions 
may be gy with Paſtors of Jaznd e 
13 EE. c. 2 

It. is taken for granted therefore; as alt 
Maw muſt ſee; that thoſe who fubſcribe; 
do. approve what they:fubſcribe to, as ſound - 
and true. And for the avoiding all Am- 
biguity and Doubtfulneſs, they are requi- 
red by the 36th Canon to ſubſcribe in this 
Order and Form of Words; ſetting down 
both their - Chriſtian and: Sirname, "iz I 
N. N. do-avillingly and ex animo fibſcribe, 
&c. Now why is all this Caution uſed 
but to [ſecure and teſtify to others our 
hearty Belief and Approbation of all and 
every the Articles therein contained? What 
our Church affirms to be agrecable to the 
Word of God, and to be proved by moſt 
certain Warrants of Holy Scripture, that 
do we affirm and openly declare when we 
fabſcribe, to be in our Judgment and Be- 
hef agreeable to the Word of God, and 
that i may be proved by moſt certain 


War- 
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Warrants of Holy: Scripture. We'do wil- 
luingly and en animo, i. e. ſincerely and 
, from the Heart ſubſcribe. And how can 
"we get off from this by a mental Reſer- 
vation without a manifeſt Breach of mo- 
ral; Honeſty, and a Violation of all the 
Ties and Obligations that can be laid upon 
Man? If we take an Oath, we take it in 
the Seriſe of the Impoſers, if we ſolemnly 
declare and ſubſcribe our Belief of a Point 
of: Doctrine, we do it in the Senſe. of the 
Impoſers, i. e. our Eccleſiaſtical Gover- 
tiors,: who each in their ſeveral-Provinces 
and Dioceſes require this Subſcription of 
all Who are to: he ordained. The Sub- 
ion is demanded for the Satisfaction 
- of our Eccleſiaſtical Superiors, touching 
our Sentiments in Religious Matters: It 
implies in it therefore all that is neceſſary 
in order to give the Satisfaction intended; 
and, conſequently, muſt be underſtood in 
ſuch a Senſe as will anſwer this Purpoſe. 
There is an End at once to all Laws, 
Teſts and Subſcriptions, if ſuch an Elu- 
ſion of them may be admitted. The Teſt 
to be taken, the Subſcription required, the 
Oath to be adminiſtred, is eafily ſet aſide 
by ſuch a ſhameful Evaſion. The Fences 
that the Wiſdom of our Legiſlature, and 
the Care of our ſpiritual Governors have 
provided, to prevent any Unſoundneſs of 
Doctrine, or Depravation of the Faith 4 5 


5 
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and that nothing but the g 
pure Doctrines of Chriſtianity 1 
I incülcated to the <a are all 
broken through and trampled upon, to 
let in an Inundation of H ereſies, and the 
Confuſion of Babel. 9 
But I cannot better urge the Point 1. 
am ſpeaking of, than in the Words of 
Dr. Conybeare, (the now worthy. Bibop - 
of Briſtol) in a Viſitation Sermon of his, 
preached. before the late Archbiſho 4 
ter, then Biſhop of Oxford, Ju J 26, 
1711 
"= «A Subſcription. to Articles is 2 
Declaration of our Belief ; and implies 
an Aſſent to the Truth of thoſe ea 
tions, which are contained in them. 
All the Conſiderations therefore that 
can be urged, to prove our Obligation to 
Moral Honeſty, are ſo many Arguments 
of our Duty to ſubſcribe without Equi- 
vocation, or Reſerve: Nor can any thing 
be urged to juſtify or excuſe a Preva- 
rication in this Reſpect, which will not 
tend to deſtroy all mutual Truſt and 
Confidence among Men. Whoſoever 
therefore is not really perſwaded that 
the Doctrines contained in our Articles 9 
are true, cannot ſubſcribe. without an 4 
high Violation of Moral Honeſty, and | 
a. breaking in upon the . 
rin⸗ 
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2 on which all Society muſt be 
uilt. 'F SEO EW PLS | 
| For the ſame Reaſons muſt we cen - 
ſure and condemn a ſubſcribing to our 
Articles with this Reſervation, viz. As 
far as they are agreeable with Scripture ; 
this being a Way of cluding theſe Teſts 
of our religious Opinions and in effect 
no Subſcription at all. Are the Articles 
of the Church of England really agree- 
able with Scripture ; or are they not? 
If they are not, then every honeſt Man 
| ſhould decline any Subſcription to them; 
becauſe by this Act, he openly profeſ- 
ſes his Belief, that they are agreeable 
with Scripture. But if any Perſons will 
however inſiſt on this Reſervation, then 
let them conſider that the Subſcription 
and the Reſervation, taken 'together, a- 
mount to this, vis. J do declare that © 
theſe Articles are agrecable with Scrip- 
ture, fo far forth as they are agreeable 
with Scripture. This is as much a tri- 
fling with common Senfe, as with com- 
mon Honeſty.” Dp (on OREN 
The Extract T have miade from this ju- 
dicious Writer's Sermon is urged fo home, 
and is ſo pertinent to the Occaſion I cite 
for, as if it had been penned on pur- 
ofe to filence him, and fill him with 
ame and Confuſion. It is ſuch Rea 


ſoning as cannot be gainſaid; unleſs it 
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be by one Wuig 18 eee 
cotnmon Senſe and common 
time. 1 25 
- — add; what fins ma eon 
found bd, Gade, as you tell me, "he | 
ſeems to pay greater Re — to the Opi 
15 'of 6 ers than to Noe ofe of e our 2 
vines) olution of all the” Jadges 61 
England in e 1894 455 
My Lord Chief Juſtice Cole 2 0 11 
4. c. 7g. „I heard Way, Chief 
Sg in the King's- Bench, Pach. 23 
Elix. report, that where one Smith ſub- 
elbe to the ſaid 39 Articles of Reli. 
ion, with this Addition (fo far forth a8 
E fame were agreeable t the Word. of 
God) it was reſolved by him and all the 
Judges of England, that this Subſerip- 
tion was not according to the Statute bf 
13 Eliz. becauſe the Statute required an 
abſolute 8 ubſcription, and this Subfcrip- 
tion made it conditional; and that this 
Act was made for avoidin g of Diverſi- 
ty of Opinions, &c. and by this Addi- 
tion the Party might by his own pri- 
vate Opinion take ſome of them to be 
againſt the Word of God, and by this 
means Diverſity of Opinions ſhould not 
be avoided, which was the Scope of the 
uy, and the very Act itſelf touch- 
i Subſcription made hereby of none 
e 


+ ola & ++, 4 
1 This 
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* his deciſtve Judgment proves beyond 


Exception, that in the, Eye of the 
by 15 


Law the Subſcription required 


2 Elia. ae : 
Fave —— 4 f,the T fra of the uv 


+4 i. the Doctor ruminate upon Gn 


The Perſon here mentioned,; one Smith, 
as far as it appears, was the "neſter Man 
of the two. For he openly, profeſſed his 
Subſcription to be conditionally only; but 
here the Doctors Subſeription, we know, 

was abſolute, (or it would , neyer have 
— admitted of) neyerth leſs, he | 171 
or ſecret Reſerve in his own , 


So far forth, &c. May not ah 


Promiſe: or Engagement, thoug 
ſo; ſolemn, be. evaded by the ſame 


But, you ſee, he i is a mere Fruteut : "Hg 


= 
eating fg who. can, 


The ee, Thankl 95 Kae A 


ze may ſquabble wth Mayors and Cor- 
porations as he pleaſes, but if he trifles 
with Oaths and Subſcriptions, a with 
the moſt ſolemn Declarations that e has 
oO avowedly, fo repeatedly made in the 
Face of the Congregation, let him find out 
a Communion that will admit of him. 
He may go to the Hattentots or the MG. 
ble . by our lateſt ee 


2 


— 
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of them, they -are ſo far humanized, as 
to deteſt ſuch Perfidy. Whither then 
can he have Recourſs? He muſt be like 
the wild Arab.— His Hand will be againſt 


every Man, and — 8 . 
him. 


'# am, 2 urs, Sr. 


P. &, 1 ſhalt go on further, if you 4. 


it, in my Remarks upon the Sermon, 


and ſhew his Abuſe of the Creeds, 


his Abuſe of Scripture, and his Abuſe 
of his Miniſterial Function, by de- 


| baſing the Pulpit in the Manner he 


has done. 
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